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Cincinnati, Ohio, and transported from the State of Ohio into the State of Cali-
fornia, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: (On bottle)
“* * % A Treatment for Unnatural Discharges of the urinary organs,
¥ ok k2 (Onearton) “* * * A compound of borated Goldenseal * * *
A remedy for Catarrh, Hay Iever, and Inflammations, XIrritations or Ulcerations
of mucous membranes or Linings of the Nose, Throat, Stomach and Urinary
organs.” (Same statements in ¥rénch, Spanish and German.),

-Analysis of a sample of the article.by the- Bureau- of ‘Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it ‘consisted essentially of an aqueoue solution ‘of borax
and berberine. No hydrastine was present.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
labels on the cartons contammg the, bottles of the article b01e the statement
to wit, “A compound of borated Goldenqeal ” Whexeas the ar tlcle contamed no
borated . goldenseal, and the strength and punty of the article fell below  the
professed standard and quality under Wthh it was sold

Misbranding of the artlcle was alleged in the libel for the reason that certain
statements borne on the bottle label, carton, and in-the booklet accompanymg
the ar tlcle, regardmg its curative and thempeutlc effects for the treatment, cure,
or prevention of catarrh, hay fever, mﬂammatxons irritations or ulcemtlons of
mucous membranes or linings of the nose, thr at, stomach and urinary or gans,
mﬂammatwn of the eye, cystms, gastntls cat‘u‘rh of the stomach hemouhmds,
plles, throat tloubles gonorrheea, gleet, chronic gonoxrhoefl stmcture fOHlCUhtlS,
gonorrheeal prostatitis, spermatorrheea, bubo, gonerrheeal cystitis, balanitis, in-
flammation or swelling of a lymphatic gland of the groin, leucorrheea, whites,

catarrh of the wagina, and certain other diseases, were false and fraudulent in
that it contamed no ingredient or combination of mvledxents capable of pro-
ducmg the curatlve and thelapLutlc effects claimed for it.

.. On June 10, 1919 no claimant having appeared for the property judgment of
condemnqtlon and forfeiture was entex ed, and 11 was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal

B. D. Bavr,
Actmg ;S‘cc: etary of Agmculture

7359. Misbranding of Imjection Zip. U. 8, * * * v, 3 Dozen Bottles of

Injection Zip. Defaunlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (I & D. No. 10309. I. . No. 11915-r. 8. No. C-1227.)

On May 19, 1919 the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Ohio, acting upon a 1ep01t by the Secretaly of Avrlculture, ﬁled in the Distriet
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemna-
tion of 8 dozen bottles of Injection Zip, at Cleveland, Ohio, alleging that the
article had been shipped on or about April 8, 1919, by the Baker-Levy Chemical
Co., Indianapolis, Ind., and transported from the State of Indiana into the
State of Ohio, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: (On bottles) “Injection
Zip * * * Guaranteed by The Baker-Levy Chemical Co., Indianapolis, Ind.”
(In circular) “Injection Zip * * * for male or female.. To be used for
- Gonorrheea, Gleet and Leucorrhea. Cannot Produce Stricture.”

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted essentially of acetates and sulphates of zinc
and lead, opium, berberine, plant extractives, alcohol, and water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that certain statements
appearing on the bottle label and in the circular, and representing it as effective
as a treatment for gonorrheea, gleet, and leucorrheea were false and fraudulent
in that the article contained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capas
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ble of producing the curative and therapeutic effects claimed for it on.the
bottle label and [in the] accompanying circular. '

On June 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for. the ploperty, Judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

e E. D. Baur,,
Actmg Sccretm y of AJ) wulture
¥360. Misbranding of The Crossman Mixiure Us S, * *x. % v, 95 Bottles of
The ‘Crossman Mixture.. Default decree of: condemnatlon, forfei~
ture, and destruction. (P & D No. 10310 I. 8, No. 2631—1 S No
W-364.)

011 May 20, 1919 the United States attorney for the Westem Dlstnct of
Washm ton, actmfr upon a 1ep0rt by the Secretary of Agrlculture, ﬁled m the
DlStllCt Court of the Umted States for sald d1strlct a llbel for the selzure and
condemnation of 95 bottles of The Crossman M1\ture conslgned by G L Hms-
king, New Yorl;, N. X, remammﬂr unsold in the oumml unbrohen packftoes at
Seattle Wash .. alle<r1n0 that the m ticle had’ been shlpped on or about T\Tovembel
12 1918 and tlanspmted from the State of New York into the State of W’ash-
mgton and chmvmo‘ nnslnandmg in v101at10n of the I‘ood and Drugs Act
as amended
- _Analysls of a sample made, in the’ Bureau of Chennstry of this department
Sho“ ed, that the article consisted essentmlly of alcohol and volatlle 01ls 1nclud-
1n(r 'oils of ‘copaiba and cubebs.

M]sblandmo of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it W‘"LS
1ep1esentef1 to e a treatment for simple ulethutls, gonorrheea and gleet and
that the statements appearing on the wrapper enclosing, on the label on the
bottle containing, and in the circular accompanying the article, reffardlng the
curative and ther dpeutlc effects of the article, were false and fraudulént in
that the alude contmned no ingr edlent or combmatlon of 111g1ed1ents capable
oi pmducmo the effects’ clmmed for it.

On June 10, 1919, no claimant having appeared for ‘the 'propelty, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the pr odutt be destroy ed by the Unlted Sates marshal.

E."D. BAvrLt,
Actmg Scc;ctaoy of Agmcultmr»
7361. Misbranding of Influenza Special (Senoret). U. S, % * = ¥, 12 Doxen
Bexes of Infinenza Special (Senoret), * * * Default dcc;ee of con-
demnation, forfeiture, and destxuctlcn (F & D. No. 10312 I S. 1\0
2160— S. No. W- 367.) »

On May 17, 1919, the United States: rxttorney for ‘the Northern District of
Cahforma actmn upon a report by the Secret‘lry of Agriculture, filed 'in the
sttmct Court of the United States for said distriet a libel for the seizure
and condemnatlon of 12 dozen bottles of Influenza Special (Senoret), consigned -
by the Senoret Chemical Co., St. Louis, Mo., remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at San IFrancisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been
shipped on October 5, 1918, and transported from the State of Missouri into
the State of California, and charging misbranding in violation of the IFood
‘and Drugs Act, as amended. ' )

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted of sugar- -coated and colored tablets con-
talmng aloin, mydriatic alkaloids, cinchonine, and plant extractives 1nd1cat1ve
of aconite, Little or no quinine was present.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statements borne on the cartons containing and in the circular accompanying the



